Mrs C., aged 36, mother of eight children, went into labour at noon, 16th December 1881. The pains continued regularly from that time, and she was seen by one of the students at the Western Dispensary at 8 p.m., at which time the os was fairly well dilated. At I offer both these suggestions with diffidence, as possibly offering an explanation of the condition. As I have indicated, the absence of any observation before labour set in renders the attempt at settling the question now more or less futile. No explanation seems possible from any peculiarity in the shape of the head, which, though somewhat above normal, was perfectly proportioned.
Secondly, the question arises, " How should it happen that, in a multipara with a previous history of so many normal labours, the face should have become impacted ? " This seems to me to be explicable partly from the size of the head, but in much greater degree as a result of the breadth of the shoulders interfering with the occurrence of the mechanism proper to a face presentation. It was noticed all through that though a distinct difference existed between the level of chin and frontal bone, yet this difference was never so great as to be very striking, and certainly never so extensive as occurs in an ordinary face mechanism. There can be no doubt that the difficulty attending the descent of the shoulders upon the occiput would account for this, and probably be the chief factor in bringing about the impaction.
Thirdly, as to the position of the arms. I am not aware that a I similar disposition of the arms has been described. 
